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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim's 1-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ribas-Corbera (US 6,535,251) in view of Tsai (US 6,529,552) and in further view of 
Dieterich (US 6,100,940). 

As for Claim 1 , Ribas-Corbera teaches using a video encoder for encoding data 
(57) and an encoding buffer for storing the encoded video data (54). The encoder rate 
controller is for estimating the number of bits quantized from a target quantization 
parameter during a frame of video data corresponding to the discrete cosine transform 
(DCT) coefficients of the frame (56). He also teaches a channel rate controller for 
generating parameters for smoothing and bandwidth renegotiation corresponding to the 
number of bit generated from the encoder rate controller (68) (Column 1 , lines 16-19; 
Column 3, line 56 to Column 4, line 3; Column 9, lines 47-51 ; also see figure 5). 

Although Ribas-Corbera fails to teach a network for generating negotiated 
parameters corresponding to the parameters generated from the channel rate controller, 
and a counter for transmitting the video data stored in the encoder buffer through the 
network, Tsai does (Column 1 , line 66 to Column 2, line 16). Since it is well known in 
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encoding video data to route the data through a network it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill to use the structured type of network to transmit the data. 

Although the Ribas-Corbera and Tsai references fail to teach the quantization 
parameters based on slice level, Dieterich does (Column 14, lines 40-47). Since 
Dieterich shows that the parameters can be based on GOP, frame, strip or slice it would 
have been obvious to on of ordinary skill to adjust based on slice. Further doing so 
would allow for more frequent checks on target variation. 

As for Claim's 2-1 1 , Ribas-Corbera teaches a channel rate controller generating 
the maximum number of bits capable of being generated and stored during the frame 
period where the channel rate controller determines an actual bit rate of the encoded 
video data, and where the channel rate controller is filled with bits to protect an 
underflow of the encoder buffer. He also teaches a system where the parameters for 
smoothing and bandwidth renegotiation generated from the channel rate controller 
comprise of peak rate, sustainable rate and maximum burst length where the peak rate 
is smoothed to the sustainable rate. The encoder rate controller generates an actual 
number of bits quantized by the target quantization parameter during the frame 
corresponding to the maximum number of bits generated from the channel rate 
controller. He also teaches a system where the counter is able to increase the number 
of bits and decrease the sustainable bits during the frame period. He also teaches a 
system where when the counter is full, the counter discards the data transferred from 
the encoder buffer, and also uses a network comprising of an asynchronous transfer 
mode (ATM) as well as having the capabilities of encoding video data that comprises a 
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variable bit rate MPEG video data (Column 1, lines 16-19 and lines 46-57; Column 2, 
lines 29-50; Column 3, line 56 to Column, 4 line 3; Column 4, line 54 to Column 5, line 
15; Column 7, lines 10-26). 

Although Ribas-Corbera fails to teach the use of a network, Tsai does (Column 1 , 
line 66 to Column 2, line 16). Since it is well known in encoding video data to route the 
data through a network it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill to use the 
structured type of network to transmit the data. 

Claim's 12,13, 15-20 and 22-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ribas-Corbera in view of Tsai and in further view of Fert (US 
6,205,174). 

As for claim 12, Ribas-Corbera teaches the encoded frames of video data and 
the encoded information associated. He also estimates a maximum number of bits 
capable of being generated (Column 3, line 56 to Column 4, line 3; Column 4, lines 54- 
67). 

Although Ribas-Corbera fails to teach the dynamically negotiating with a network 
to generate traffic parameters for smoothed traffic and required bandwidth, Tsai does 
(Column 1, line 66 to Column 2, line 16). Since it is well known in encoding video data 
to route the data through a network it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
to use the structured type of network to transmit the data. 

Although Ribas-Corbera and Tsai fail to teach the estimation of a number of bits 
quantized from a target quantization parameter during a given frame of the video data 
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based on encoding information of the given frame, as well as computing a target bit rate 
using the estimated number of bits quantized with the target quantization parameters 
and the estimated maximum number of bits, and generating quantization parameters to 
control the actual encoding rate so that a number of actual bits generated does not 
exceed the target bit rate, Fert does (Column 12, lines 33-42). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill to estimate a number of bits quantized and use them for 
target quantization parameters. 

As for claim's 13 and 15-18, Bibas-Corbera teaches a method where the 
encoding information comprises discrete cosine transformation (DCT) coefficients, a 
method where the step of generating quantization parameters to control the actual 
encoding rate comprises generating quantization parameters based on slice level and a 
method where the traffic parameters comprise peak rate, sustainable rate and 
maximum burst length comprising the step of smoothing the peak rate to the 
sustainable rate. He also teaches a method comprising the step of protecting against 
an underflow in an encoder buffer by stuffing bits and a method comprising the step of 
generating the actual numbers of bits quantized by the target quantization parameter 
during the given frame corresponding to the estimated maximum number of bits 
(Column 4, line 54-67; Column 5, lines 1-15; Column 7, lines 10-26; Column 9, lines 47- 
51). 

As for Claim's 19, 20 and 22-25, most of the limitations of these claims have 
been noted in the above rejection of Claim's 12, 13 and 15-18. Bibas-Corbera teaches 
a program storage device readable by a machine, tangibly embodying a program of 
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instructions executable by the machine to perform method steps for transmission of 
variable bit rate MPEG video traffic with consistent quality (Column 4, lines 13-20). 

Claim's 14 are 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ribas-Corbera in view of Tsai and in further view of Fert and Dieterich (US 
6,100,940). 

As previously shown above, Dieterich shows that generating quantization 
parameters can be based on the slice level (Column 14, lines 40-47). 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicants disclosure. Alexandre (US 6,212,233) uses variable bit rate to encode data 
as well. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Patrick H. Cathey II whose telephone number is (703) 
305-4909. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30 to 5:00 (Every other 
friday off). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Kelley can be reached on (703) 503-4856. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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